‘ALI, THE KHAWARIJ, AND RULING BY 
OTHER THAN WHAT ALLAH REVEALED 


All praise belongs to Allah. And may He mention our prophet in the noblest of 
assemblies. As for what follows: 


A widely used claim to defend those who rule by other than what Allah revealed is 
that takfir of such a ruler is the view of the Khawarij and their school of thought 
which they were rebuked for by the Salaf. For such a claim they have no stronger 
evidence than the story of ‘Ali and the Khawarij of his time. So they think. The neo- 
Murjiah employ it to affirm their own school of thought that kufr in this topic can 
only come about through a belief in the heart, never an action — even if one was to 
rule by laws formulated by Iblis. Ironically, they do khuruj of lucid evidence 
pertaining to the kufr of whoever rules by other than what Allah revealed and accuse 
‘Ali ibn Abi Talib of an enormity, as we will see. 


As for the school of thought of the Khawarij, it is to declare takfir of every sin and 
declaring takfir of “Ali (radiyallahu ‘anhu), accusing him of ruling by other than 


what Allah revealed using as evidence the statement of Allah: “Verily, the rule 
belongs solely to Allah.” But if you reflect over what happened between the two 
parties, it becomes clear “Ali and the Sahabah and Tabi’in with him did not disagree 
with the Khawarij concerning the kufr of whoever competes with Allah in rule by 
issuing a ruling in contradiction to the ruling of Allah. Rather, they disagreed over 
the specific action of reconciliation that “Ali initiated: was it ruling by other than 
what Allah revealed or not? And the haqq was obviously with Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali 
ibn Abi Talib (radiyallhu ‘anhu). 


And whoever claims the reality of those who declare takfir of the rulers today is like 
the reality of the Khawarij, by implication accuses “Ali ibn Abi Talib (radiyallahu 
‘anhu) of ruling by other than what Allah revealed! Thus agreeing with the Khawarij 


from that aspect while accusing others of doing so! 


The disagreement between “Ali and the Khawarij was merely in depicting the form of 
ruling by other than what Allah revealed. The Khawarij imagined it was. “Ali and 
those with him did not. And this situation is similar to two people disagreeing over 
an ill person seeking treatment from a doctor. The one forbidding him from 
treatment claims he would contravene the statement of Allah: “And when I fall ill, it 
is He who cures me.” Thus he says: seeking aid from a doctor is worshiping other 


than Allah, so he is a kafir. 


His opponent says in reply: getting treatment from a doctor is a permissible means 
Allah made for healing; and it is He who truly cures regardless, in any situation. 


If a third person came along and said the dispute between the two is regarding the 
kufr of the one who seeks aid from other than Allah, he is more ignorant than his 
family’s donkey, as the two parties agree on the kufr of one who seeks aid from other 
than Allah. The party declaring takfir of one seeking treatment from a doctor is 
simply mistaken in his understanding of what constitutes seeking aid from other 


than Allah. 


Similarly is the issue of ruling by other than what Allah revealed. “Ali and the 
Khawarij, in what is narrated concerning the incident, didn’t disagree over the kufr 
of ruling by other than what Allah revealed. They disagreed over the action that took 
place, the Khawarij claiming it was ruling by other than what Allah revealed, and 
thus kufr. There is no statement from “Ali or any of the Sahabah refuting the 


assertion of the Khawarij that ruling by other than what Allah revealed is kufr. 
Because ‘Ali and the Sahabah agreed with them in that regard, but only refuted their 
understanding of what was actually taking place. Which was not ruling by other than 
what Allah revealed but permissible reconciliation, which, in fact, is ruling by what 


Allah revealed. 


When ibn ‘Abbas (radiyallahu ‘anhuma) went to debate them in the well-known 
story, he went to correct their erroneous understanding of events and to clarify to 
them what was happening was permissible. He didn’t state: “Ruling by other than 
what Allah revealed is minor kufr anyways. So what’s your issue!” The rebuking of 
the Salaf like ibn ‘Abbas, Abu Miljaz, et al., came when the Khawarij began attaching 
the ruling of whoever rules by other than what Allah revealed to major sinners like 
the fornicator or oppressor. It is not related or hinted that the rulers in the time of 
the Salaf issued rulings in stark contrast to the law of Allah or dismantled the Islamic 
courts and put in their place their own laws or the laws of Rome. Reflecting over this 
leads to recognizes the consensus of the Salaf over the fact whoever rules by other 
than what Allah revealed (other than specific incidents where an individual doesn’t 


apply the ruling of Allah) is a kafir. 


And it should come as no surprise misguided people throw accusations with no 
evidence on the people of tawhid for declaring takfir of those who deserve it — 
defaming them as ‘Khawarij’ and ‘takfiris’. It happened before. In Kztab-Sunnah, al- 
Khallal relates when some accused Imam Ahmad of adopting the view of the 
Khawarij for saying the one who says the Quran is created is a kafir, he got irritated 
and said: “Those are wicked people” (see 1.1 below) 
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May Allah have mercy on Imam Ahmad! How many wicked people are there today 
who accuse Ahlus-Sunnah as being Khawarij for declaring takfir of issues clearer in 


kufr than saying the Quran is created! And had it not been for the Murjiah appearing 


after Abu Bakr as-Siddiq and those with him from the Companions, they would 
have labeled them Khawarij for pronouncing takfir of and fighting the apostate 
Arabs. 
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This has been a summary translation of an article by Shaykh ‘Abdullah tbn Nastr ar- 


Rashid 


